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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Office of the Secretary

Notice of Solicitation for Membership
to the National Agricultural Research,
Extension, Education, and Economics
Advisory Board

AGENCY: Research, Education, and
Economics, USDA.
ACTION: Solicitation for membership.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5
U.S.C. App., the United States
Department of Agriculture announces
solicitation for nominations to fill 11
vacancies on the National Agricultural
Research, Extension, Education, and
Economics Advisory Board.
DATES: Deadline for Advisory Board
member nominations is August 15,
2001.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
802 of the Federal Agricultural
Improvement and Reform Act of 1966
(The Farm Bill) authorized the creation
of the National Agricultural Research,
Extension, Education, and Economics
Advisory Board. The Board is
comprised of 30 members, each
representing a specific category related
to farming or ranching, food production
and processing, forestry research, crop
and animal science, land-grant
institutions, food retailing and
marketing, rural economic development,
and natural resource and consumer
interest groups, among many others.
The Board was first appointed in
September 1996 and one-third of the 30
members were appointed for a 1, 2, and
3 year term, respectively.

As a result of the staggered
appointments, the terms for 10 of the 30
members who represent 10 specific
categories will expire September 30,
2001. Nominations for a 3-year
appointment for all 10 of the vacant
categories are sought.

In addition, the current member of the
category P, Hispanic Serving
Institutions, will not be serving out the
remainder of his term. Therefore, this
slot will be vacant as well and available
for a 2-year term nomination. Nominees
will be carefully reviewed for their
broad expertise, leadership, and
relevancy to a category. The full 11 slots
to be filled are:
5. National Animal Commodity

Organizations
8. National Food Animal Science

Societies
1. National Crop, Soil, Agronomy,

Horticulture or Weed Sciences
Societies

14. Land-Grant Colleges and
Universities—1890; including
Tuskegee University

15. 1994 Equity in Education Land-
Grant Institutions

16. Hispanic-Serving Institutions (2-year
term)

T. Food Retailing and Marketing
V. Rural Economic Development
23. National Consumer Interest Groups
24. National Forestry Groups
25. National Conservation or Natural

Resource Groups
Nominations are being solicited from

organizations, associations, societies,
councils, federations, groups, and
companies that represent a wide variety
of food and agricultural interests.
Nominations for one individual who fits
several of the categories listed above, or
for more than one person who fits one
category will be accepted. Please
indicate the specific membership
category for each nominee. Each
nominee must fill out a form AD–755,
‘‘Advisory Committee Membership
Background Information’’ (which can be
obtained from the contact person below)
and will be vetted before selection. Send
nominee’s name, resume, and their
completed AD–755 to the Office of the
Advisory Board, Research, Education,
and Economics, 1400 Independence
Avenue, SW., Room 344–A, JL Whitten
Building, Washington, DC 20250–2255,
no later than August 15, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Deborah Hanfman, Executive Director,
National Agricultural Research,
Extension, Education, and Economics
Advisory Board, 1400 Independence
Avenue, SW., Room 344–A, JL Whitten
Building, Washington, DC 20250–2255.
Telephone 202–720–3684. Fax: 202–

720–6199, or e-mail,
dhanfman@reeusda.gov.

Done at Washington, DC this 27th day of
June 2001.
Dawn R. Riley,
Acting Deputy Under Secretary, Research,
Education, and Economics.
[FR Doc. 01–16783 Filed 7–3–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–22–P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service

Lolo National Forest Post Burn EIS,
Lolo National Forest, Missoula,
Mineral, and Sanders Counties,
Montana

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice; Intent to prepare
environmental impact statement.

SUMMARY: The Forest Service will
prepare an environmental impact
statement on a proposal to implement
post fire forest management and
watershed rehabilitation activities.
DATES: Comments concerning the scope
of the analysis should be received in
writing by July 30, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to:
Team Leader, Lolo National Forest Post
Burn EIS, Plains/Thompson Falls
Ranger District, P.O. Box 429, Plains,
MT, 59859.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chris Partyka, Interdisciplinary Team
Leader, (406) 826–4355. E-Mail:
cpartyka@fs.fed.us.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: An
exceptional number of wildland fires
burned on the Lolo National Forest in
the summer of 2000. The direct effects
of the fires, along with resource
conditions caused by previous land
uses, drive the need to conduct
vegetation management and watershed
rehabilitation activities in and near
some of the burned areas.

The Proposed Action includes a
variety of management activities on and
near the Upper Ninemile Complex
(19,900 acres), Alpine Divide (3,600
acres), Thompson-Flat Complex (9,500
acres), and Landowner (5,700 acres)
fires. These activities include: (1)
Salvaging approximately 5,000 acres of
timber burned by moderate to high fire
severities, (2) commercially thinning
approximately 10,000 acres of unburned
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timber and timber burned by low
severity fires, (3) salvaging
approximately 100 acres of insect killer
timber adjacent to the fire perimeters,
(4) conducting prescribed burns
(following salvage and commercial
thinning activities) on approximately
1,600 acres, (5) conducting ecosystem-
management prescribed burns on
approximately 1,300 acres, (6) planting
approximately 12,000 acres of areas
burned by moderately-high to high fire
severities where natural regeneration is
absent or insufficient, (7) constructing
approximately 3 miles of temporary
road to access harvest areas, (8)
reconstructing approximately 185 miles
of deteriorating road, (9)
decommissioning approximately 140
miles of unneeded roads, (10) removing
or replacing up to 350 undersized or
improperly positioned culverts (priority
on structures that are fish passage
barriers or that pose greatest potential
for causing stream sedimentation), (11)
evaluating need for and implementing
stabilization and rehabilitation activities
on approximately 30 miles of stream,
(12) evaluating need for and
implementing soil erosion control
measures on approximately 14,000 acres
burned by moderately-high to high fire
severities, (13) completing fire line
stabilization activities on approximately
14 miles of fire line near streams, and
(14) providing interpretive information
for 3 historical sites.

The purpose and need for the actions
are to: (1) Provide wood fiber to support
local communities that continue to be
associated with commodity outputs
from the National Forest, (2) provide for
healthy stands and optimize timber
growing potential in areas allocated for
timber management within the Forest
Plan, (3) improve vegetation structure in
order to: (a) reduce future fire intensity,
(b) reduce the potential for epidemic
bark beetle infestations in ‘‘at-risk’’
stands, (c) improve habitat for
flammulated owls, and (d) enhance the
potential for old growth forest
conditions in low elevation, drier, forest
habitats, (4) reestablish or promote ‘‘at
risk’’ ponderosa pine, western larch and
whitebark pine tree species and other
sensitive plant species, (5) reduce the
potential for runoff, accelerated erosion,
and sediment delivery to stream
channels from roads, (6) reduce
economic burdens associated with
maintaining unneeded roads, (7) remove
fish passage barriers at road/stream
interfaces and improve fish habitat, (8)
protect soil quality and stability, and (9)
protect cultural and historical resources.

Overall guidance for land
management activities in the project
area is provided by the Lolo National

Forest Plan (U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 1986).

Several preliminary issues of concern
have been identified regarding the
Proposed Action. These issues include:

(1) Black Backed Woodpecker: Burned
trees provide a food source and nesting
habitat for Black Backed woodpecker.
There is a concern that the removal of
burned trees may affect population
viability for this sensitive species.

(2) Lynx Habitat: The fires impacted
suitable habitat for Canada Lynx. Course
woody debris is an important
component of denning habitat, and if a
reburn does not occur, the fire areas are
expected to produce denning and
foraging habitat. There is a concern that
post fire recovery of timber products
would reduce or remove important
denning habitat.

(3) Aquatic Habitat: Inappropriately
sized or placed culverts at stream
crossings can prevent upstream fish
passage, thus reducing the ability of fish
populations to persist in a healthy state
or to recover from landscape
disturbances such as wildfire. There is
a concern that delays in eliminating
migration barriers may impair function
and recovery of fish populations, as well
as increase the risk of sediment
production and delivery to instream
habitat.

(4) Water Quality: Streams in or
downstream of the fire areas have been
impacted by past management and by
the wildfires of 2000. Two streams
(Ninemile and Trout Creeks) are listed
by the State of Montana as ‘‘Water
Quality Impaired or Threatened’’ under
section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act.
Although the Proposed Action is
intended to provide long-term benefits,
there is a concern that the cumulative
effects of past land use, the fires, and
the Proposed Action may have short-
term negative impacts to some
watersheds.

(5) Forest Access: Some Forest roads
have provided public access for
decades. There is a concern that
decommissioning these roads to
improve water quality may conflict with
long established public use patterns.

The Forest Service will consider a
range of alternatives. One of these will
be the ‘‘no action’’ alternative in which
none of the proposed activities will be
implemented. Additional alternatives
will examine varying levels and
locations of activities that could meet
the purpose and need, as well as to
respond to identified issues and other
resource values.

The DEIS (Draft Environmental
Impact Statement) will analyze the
direct, indirect, and cumulative
environmental effects of the proposed

action and alternatives, including
ongoing and reasonably foreseeable
activities on National Forest System
Lands and adjacent land ownerships
within the project area. The DEIS will
also disclose the analysis of site-specific
mitigation measures and their
effectiveness. The DEIS is expected to
be filed with the EPA (Environmental
Protection Agency) and made available
for public review by October 2001.

The public is encouraged to take part
in the process and to visit with Forest
Service officials at any time during the
analysis and prior to the decision. The
Forest Service will be seeking
information, comments, and assistance
from Federal, State, and local agencies,
Indian tribes, individuals, and
organizations that may be interested in,
or affected by, the Proposed Action.
This input will be used to identify
issues which will drive the analysis and
determine alternatives to the Proposed
Action.

The comment period on the DEIS
(Draft Environmental Impact Statement)
will be 45 days from the date the EPA
publishes the notice of availability in
the Federal Register.

The Forest Service believes it is
important at this early stage to give
reviewers notice of several court rulings
related to public participation in the
environmental review process. First,
reviewers of draft environmental impact
statements must structure their
participation in the environmental
review of the proposal so that it is
meaningful and alerts an agency to the
reviewer’s position and contentions.
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v.
NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978). Also,
environmental objections that could be
raised at the DEIS stage but that are not
raised until after completion of the FEIS
(Final Environmental Impact Statement)
may be waived or dismissed by the
courts. Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v.
Harris, 490 F. Supp. 1334, 1338 (E.D.
Wis. 1980). Because of these court
rulings, it is very important that those
interested in this proposed action
participate by the close of the 45-day
comment period so that substantive
comments and objections are made
available to the Forest Service at a time
when it can meaningfully consider them
and respond to them in the FEIS.

To assist the Forest Service in
identifying and considering issues and
concerns on the proposed action,
comments on the DEIS should be as
specific as possible. It is also helpful if
comments refer to specific pages or
chapters of the draft statement.
Comments may also address the
adequacy of the DEIS or the merits of
the alternatives formulated and
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discussed in the statement. Reviewers
may wish to refer to the Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations for
implementing the procedural provisions
of the National Environmental Policy
Act at 40 CFR 1503.3 in addressing
these points.

As the Forest Supervisor of the Lolo
National Forest, Building 24, Fort
Missoula, Missoula, MT 59804, I am the
responsible official. As the responsible
official I will decide if the proposed
project will be implemented. I will
document the decision and reasons for
the decision in the Record of Decision.

Dated: June 15, 2001.
Deborah L.R. Austin,
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 01–16817 Filed 7–3–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–533–809]

Certain Stainless Steel Flanges From
India; Extension of Time Limit for Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 5, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas Killiam or Robert James, AD/
CVD Enforcement, Office 8, Group III,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 482–5222, or
(202) 482–0649, respectively.

Statutory Time Limits
Section 751(a)(3)(A) of the Tariff Act

of 1930, as amended (the Tariff Act)
requires the Department of Commerce
(the Department) to make a final
determination within 120 days after the
date on which the preliminary
determination is published. However, if
it is not practicable to complete the
review within this time period, section
751(a)(3)(A) of the Tariff Act allows the
Department to extend the time limit for
the final results to 180 days (or 300 days
if the Department does not extend the
time limit for the preliminary results)
from the date of publication of the
preliminary results.

Background
On March 9, 2001, the Department

published in the Federal Register the
preliminary results of administrative

review of the antidumping duty order
on certain stainless steel flanges from
India, covering the period February 1,
1999 through January 31, 2000 (Certain
Forged Stainless Steel Flanges From
India; Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review, 66 FR 14127). The final results
are currently due no later than July 7,
2001. The respondents are Echjay
Forgings Ltd. (with affiliate
Pushpaman), Isibars, Ltd., Panchmahal
Steel Ltd., Patheja Forgings & Auto
Parts, Ltd., and Viraj Forgings, Ltd. The
Department has determined that it is not
practicable to complete the final results
of review within the original time limit
mandated by section 751(a)(3)(A) of the
Tariff Act and section 351.213(h)(1) of
the Department’s regulations. See
Memorandum from Richard A. Weible
to Joseph A. Spetrini, Deputy Assistant
Secretary, Enforcement Group III, dated
June 25, 2001. Accordingly, the
Department is extending the time limit
for completion of the final results until
September 5, 2001, in accordance with
section 351.213(h)(2).

Dated: June 25, 2001.
Joseph A. Spetrini,
Deputy Assistant Secretary, AD/CVD
Enforcement Group III.
[FR Doc. 01–16855 Filed 7–3–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–570–601]

Tapered Roller Bearings and Parts
Thereof, Finished and Unfinished,
From the People’s Republic of China;
Notice of Extension of Time Limit for
New Shipper Reviews

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of extension of time
limit.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 5, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jarrod Goldfeder or S. Anthony Grasso,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230; telephone (202) 482–0189 or
(202) 482–3853, respectively.

Statutory Time Limits

Section 751(a)(2)(B)(iv) of the Tariff
Act of 1930, as amended (‘‘the Act’’),
requires the Department to issue the
preliminary results of a new shipper

review within 180 days after the date on
which the new shipper review was
initiated and a final determination
within 90 days after the date on which
the preliminary results were issued.
However, if the Department concludes
that the case is extraordinarily
complicated, section 751(a)(2)(B)(iv) of
the Act allows the Department to extend
these deadlines to a maximum of 300
days and 150 days, respectively.

Background

On January 24, 2001, the Department
published a notice of initiation of new
shipper antidumping duty reviews of
TRBs from the PRC, covering the period
June 1, 2000 through November 30,
2000 (66 FR 8385) for Yantai Timken
Company Limited and Peer Bearing
Company—Changshan (‘‘CPZ’’). On May
9, 2001, the Department expanded
CPZ’s period of review to January 31,
2001. The preliminary results for the
new shipper reviews of TRBs from the
PRC are currently due no later than July
23, 2001.

Extension of Time Limits for
Preliminary Results

Due to the complexity of the issues,
the Department concludes that these
reviews are extraordinarily complicated.
See Memorandum from Team to
Richard W. Moreland, ‘‘Extension of
Time Limit for Preliminary Results,’’
dated, June 27, 2001. Therefore, the
Department is extending the time limit
for completion of these preliminary
results to not later than November 20,
2001, in accordance with section
751(a)(2)(B)(iv) of the Act.

This extension is in accordance with
section 751(a)(2)(B) of the Act.

June 28, 2001.
Richard W. Moreland,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for AD/CVD
Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 01–16856 Filed 7–3–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Intent To Prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement on the Proposed
Indiana Coastal Zone Management
Program

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of change of date for
close of comment period.
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